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ABSTRACT .
' A study was conducted in 1980+~81 at Santa Ana College
(SAC) +5 collect data on the English communication skills of
non-native English speakers and to determine if a relatiomship
existed between these skills and student's educational success. A

.sample of 22 classes, with an enrollment of at least 50% non-native

English speakers and representing a variety of disciplines and
irstructional methods, was selected. The Nelson-Deany vocabulary and
comprehension tests and the Comprehensive English Language test
(CELT) 5f listening were 'used to measure English ability. Study"
findings, based on test scores and grades of 53% of all students
enrslled in the sample classes at census week (N=503), included the
followinag: (1) Vietnamese and Spanish were the most commoniy spoken

“ non-Bnglish languagess (2) oyerall, fewer A's and more B's, Cr's, and

p's were earned in the sample classes than at SAC as a whole,
however, these classes had lower-withdrawal rates; (3) Anthropology
101 and Sociology 100 showed significant positivée correlations,
between test scores and grades,.while Chemistry 219, #ath 180, and
Music 161 showed consistently negative coefficients: (4) as a whole
the grades of English and non-native English speakers were
comparable: and (5) success rates tended to favor students who had
¢o>mpleted English courses. The study report discusses methodology,
statistical findings; and limitations and is appended by statistical
data tables. (KL), :
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INTRopucrzéw/
With the” increase in the number of non-native English speakers enrolled

at Santa Ana College, impactsson college programs have bacome eVident
¢ Concern has mounted regarding the ability of non-native speakers to suc’l?%ed

in community college ‘courdes. Consequently, a_task force was established in

. ¢

1980-81."to insure that the non-native speaker student population be given {
. [N ™

every opportdnity to benefit from insétruction. " To aid them in this pursuit,

-

the task force requested information from the Institutional Research Office.

f »

‘mSpeCifically, a study wds deSigned to collect data about the English commun-

ication skills of this group of studénts and to determine if a relationship exists »

.
.
Q. . . ..

between those skills and their educational success. -

. i . . . .
METHOD ' ) ‘ -

PR
t

The task force selected a samplé of 22 Sprir\l981 cla'sses to study.
Classes were selected by the following criteria 1) enrollment included at

least 50% non-native speakers, 2) classes represented a varzety of disc1pl1nes,
‘ . . »,
. . N . . ' 4 A -~ P
and 3) classes represented various teaching methods and learning modes. ’

For the purposes of this study, edlcational success is definedwy students'
S .
final class grades. The primary instruments used to neasure English ability ’

were the Nelson-Denny vocabulary gnd comprehension tfests and the , .
. : ' T < o
Comprehensive English Language Test (CELT) of listening, selected by the

& 4

task force. Additionally, relevant student background information including
previous CELT scores and English classes completed was collected. /

The English tests were administered td the tudents in eath of the 22

Q’,.\

classes during the thirteenth week of the semester.: (Student participation was
véluntary and anonymous. ) Natwe language wlzs ldentifted at the time tests

were taken Descrfptive and btvariate correlation ana{yses we're then perfd‘rmed

~ . Switn <
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FINDINGS S " \ L

» * .

g Tables 1 through o describe the sample students and classes and tables
T4 thr,oughi8 present relationships between students' grades and communication
s‘l‘cills. ‘ " ) . , -
The number of students enrolled in each class at cen;zs week and at the -

end of.the semester, and the number of studgents who co
¢ ? B Vi

+

leted the English
tests are shown in Table 1. Fifty-three percent, or 903, of all students .
’enrolled in sample classes at census week voluntarily completed the tests.
The range of participation by class was 21% to_89%; therefore correlation ) c
> coefficients for some classes will be more valid than for others. -
The distributions of native languages o{ students who gompleted the -
English tests are"shown;in Table 2. Vietnamese is the most common non-native ‘ )
language and 'Spanﬂl second most common. Thg perc\entage of native English ‘
speakers“in aboutone third of the classes is over 50%; because of sar?iple C - o
selection criteria, this suggests that a larger percentage of non-natives
either dropped the class before the thirteenth week, or did not take th,e '
. ~ English tests. ~ N < E S :
’l‘able 3 pro;Jides distributions of students' previous CELT soores, where o
available. 'Some scores may, however, be out of_ date; they are provided for ‘
-in-formation, ‘to describe students, and to help':determine if students have beén

.

‘properly placed accoréing‘to the school's prerequisites polities.
The distribution of students' grades by class is shown in Table 4. It
can be seen that, overall, fewer A's and more B's, C's, and D's were earned .

\than by all students at SAC. However, a lower overadll drop rate for these(v/ ’ - ) ‘

classes heavily populated by non-native 's.peaker_s is evident (although the range

is large). g ' . b

" : * . , — / -
. [y , L] .




Table 5 provides average Enqllsh testlswrcs' by class as well as the

anges
range gof

{s great.

sco‘res;wzthzn classcs. The range of sbores between and wzthzn classes

Presumably, by the time a student enrolls in courses such as, say,

d

Chem 219 he has completed college courses which may have imparted some

l Engltsh ability. Conversely, a Mach 058 student may hq_fno prior college

. -

-

‘.

Correlatioh of grade with:

experience.

were students who co?rtpleted the course with A through F grades.

L]

¢

Ay

completed; and those coefficients are shown in Table 6. Included in

the-following s1gn1f1cance pattern gmerged.:

Spearmans rho correlation ooeﬁic;ents were computed on six varzable pairs
per class to determine relatzonsths between grades dnd each of four Engllsh

‘test scores, grades and previous CELT score@f\andgrades and English courses' e

the analysis

An asterisk
on the table indicates that a coefficie}nt represents a‘statistically significant
_relationship at the < .95 level. Of the six variable pair.'s analyze‘d for+each

] » .
of 22 courses,

.

Id

Courses where significant correlation exists

]

9

so do success rates.

sh‘owed\ significant, positive correlation.
NI S ¥ T

A

L4

incredsea,

cannot bé
respurce,

-

scbre is assigned a ranking score.

While not always'significant

\

a coefficient of zero represents no-correlation.

assumed.. Table 5, showing average test scores by class,
therefore;, in interpreting §pearmans rho's.

3

- 3 :
Listéning test score . 9 (1 negative). 41% . N
* Vocabulary test gcore ¢ 6 . ' 27
Comprehension. test score 8 ~ 36
Total Nelson-Denny score 4 &« 18
Previous CELT scores 1 . 5
English courses completed 4 (1 negative) 18

; Of the six variable pair's,%'An‘th 101 and Soc ‘100 (B) courses most often
That is, as English test scores incréase,
it s intcrcslinq‘lo nole
cons1stently “negative coeffwtents for Chem 219, Math 180, and Music 161 (The

native language distributjon of these classes - see Table 2 - is varzed )

*A poszttvely s19ned coefflc1ent means that the variables tend to increase
or decrease together, and a negatwely signed coefficient means that an inverse
. relationship exists between sets of variahles.
As coefficients approach * 1, amount of relationship between variables

A significance level of <.05 indicatigs that this relationship would exist
by thance in only 5,..or less, out of. 100 cdses. <
To compute Spearman Rank- oyder correlation coefficients, each variable
Coefficients were computed by class, indepern-
dent of other classes'-scores, and test score ranges vary from class to class.
Consequently, relattonshtp&. between classes' coefficients for English test scores

is an important




. ' . , < .
Table 7 provides the percent distribution of students' final grudes for
v N { ~

each class by native language. Agairr, statistically significant differences in
.distributions, measured by Chi square and Fisher's exact tests, are indicated

. c N\ . :
by USterisl?s. Significant differences are ;‘ound in three classes, Eng 040,
4 . . .
Anth 10(L) and Eng 107 (M). Non-native speakers do not generally reé\eive .
Y . ® - - °
lower grades than natives, according to this table.

4

A further goal of the study was to compare-the success of non-native

ﬁA

N .
students who have completed English courses with those who have not, and

tho.se' results are shown in Table 8. Successful and non—succesgful completionn
rates for non-natives who were enrolled at cer}.sus week and who cor'npleted the
English tests are pr’ovided. (Successful completionl = A, B, C, &ﬁCR~grades.
Non-successful completion =D, F, W, & NCR.) While differenges in dig‘tr.ibutions

existed, usually favorin'g success rates for those who completed English classes,
A}
statistical significance was,found in only one cuse, ,Eng 105. 3

LIMITATIONS - .
The limitations of stadies which attempt to correlate grades with other
. . * N, . .

" skills®or factors are outstandinﬁ. Several ?uch studies have been completed
. . ; oo

refently in regard to English ability, and results have varied. It is impdrtant

’

to note that correlation gbes not imply\causaiion, only degree and direction of

2

_relationship. In the case of grades, n\umérous variables, «such as a‘ptit.ldde,

intelligence, motivation, and teachers' grading practices, tgame a few,.

-~ 3 i N
clutter the correlation and causation picture further. Instruments used to

o

<

measure communication ability also afféct results. . )
A limitation unique and important to this study is the fact that the English

tests were not administered until the thirteenth week of the semester, making it

- 5

- S ° ™

imBossible to measure the English communication skills of those who dropﬁe{d
. » * . . . X

the course prio’ to that time. And statistics show that many non-natives did

drop out. Many could have dropped due tQ poor communication skils and.

resultant.academic performance, leaving a group biased in achievers. .
h . .

, i
4 , .
Q
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CONCLUSIONS .

Significant relationships were found .for 32 of 132, or 243, correlation
coefficients computed on grades and English ability.f THe validity of those found

for the two Anth 101 courses must be qualified because less than 50% of their
: V2 . - ) ]

active students completed the English tests> Those found for Soc 100 (B) appear
. ‘ . / .
valid and consistent;‘ however, fe\&er than 25% non-natives took the English

tests and were included.in the analyses. Findings of significant positive co-
L

efficients for Mach 058 are supported by grade distributions by native language', |
¢ ’ . |
and pro‘grameplanners' should be alerted to this. ' ) - <o |

\
\

1 ! g . .
While not always‘s-&}\tically signiificant,. grade distributions by native
language and class sometimes favor natives and sometimes non-natives. Non-
. natives excel noticeably in Chem 219, Math 180, and Mus 161,__Language does
4

not seem to be a barrier to success in those classes, as supported by bivariate \/

vy

, " analysis. .

. ’ 1

In regard to students who have completed English\:lasses and those who

have not, the former group has‘a slight edge, overall, on success rates. However,
results on this are not concjusive due to lack of statistical sigjpifican‘ce and variance.

Finally, the results of this study imply that, in ijst ardee, further study

is required to investigate the suggestions of these fi@dings. In many cases,

" )
however, the findings e confirjnied what has heretofore been suspected or -
known intuitively by involved faculty. The empirical descriptive information

provided is the first of its kind at Santa Ana College and will be helpful to

- decision-makers. _ N P
> v} ) ‘ . . .
Thj/,following two recommendations emerge from the study's findings:

L}

1) Further study using the prése_nt one as groundwork, by the Research_
Office and TasI;' Force, should be conducted beginning Fall 1981. ‘
é) Enroliment in English classes for non—‘nat\i\ws should be encourageq
I and thé effeets furt’hernstudied.
| ; . - | \A

¢




.~ Table1

\. . *
Number and Percent of Students Who \
v ) : Took English Test ’
A : >~ by Class - P4 .
\
< , \
Class Total enrolled #who did not - #who took # students active
.at censué __take test test at end of the
: semester
n % ' n $ n
. ~
. R - ' s
Acct. 610 42 = "33  78.6 - 9 2.y 32
" Anth 101 (H) 47 24 5101 23 48.9 © 40
Anth 101 (L) 34 20  58.8 4 41,2 25
Atme 039 28 .9 U321 19 67.9 23.
Chém 219 _ 83 - 45 54,2 38 u5.8 L
~ Compr 109 63 40  63.5 23 36.5 42
Eleg 146 . 67 ‘40 59,7 C 27 40.3 47
Eng 040 45 12 26.7 33 73.3 36
Eng 054 ' . 29 17 58.6 12 4.4 . - 10
Eng 056 32 - 13 4.6 19 59.4 - 26
- Eng wE (S) 38, 4 10.5 34 89.5 36
Eng 105'< : 37 117 29,7 ., 26 70,3 o3
Eng-107 (M) 42 1 26.2 31 73.8 . 41+
Eng 107  (H) 33 .11 33.3 22 66.7 | 23
Eng 109 .25 ‘4 16.0 21 84.0 \ 21
Mach 058 ' 29 10 34,5 19  65.5 24
Math 180 . - 55 23 41.8 32 58.2 23
Mus 161 T8 g 722 .5 21.8 . 6
Phys 219 - . 74 37 50.0. 37 53.0 : 38
Sec 080 : > 47 29 61.7 18 38/3 ° ' 29
Soc 100 , (B) .30 Y9 . 30,0/ 21 70,0 23 .
Soc 100 (H ’ 48 . 28 583 20 w17 - 34 -
’
[} ¢ *
N . ' .
~ . . . ' ' ' »
TOTAL 946 443 46.8 "503  53.2 " 661 -
' : ¢
.I
t"{” .
6- - 9




! - Table 2 s '
Dlstrlbutlon of Native Laniguages of Students Who Took English Test by Class
. ' ; percents . . ‘
Class ' " English . Vietnamese ‘ \Spanish’ Other! Total
. : n
N Acct 010 -~ 66.6% .0 Co22,2% 11.13% 9
' Y Anth 101" (H) 40.0 T ssl0. . 5.0 0 20~
Anth 101 (L) o /so.o - 0 - . ' 16.6 ' 16,6 . 12
Atme 039 ’ 33.3 .4 38.8 £ 27,7 - 0 : 18
Chem 219 , 47,3 21,0 15.7 5.7 38
Compr 109" 39:1. usu& 4.3 13.0 X
. Elec 146 - . 29.6 . 70,3 S 0 A 27
' Eng.040 | I S T R 33
' Eng 054 ,75.0 16.6 0. 8.3 12
Eng 056 T Cos7.1 4.2 28.5 _ 70 T 1y
. Eng 105 (S) 0 - 964 0 3.5 28
Eng 105 R /. 55,5  29.6 14.8 27
Eng 107 (M) 0 66.6 T 16.6 16.6 30
Eng 107 (H) . 0 : 68. 1 o 18.1 13.6 22
Eng 109 / /u'.J , 28.5 . 28.5 38.0 21
.Mach 058 . 2v.0 . br.3 21,0 . 10.5 19
Math 180 51,6 . . 35.4 . 6.4 6.4 < 31
. ‘Mus 161 _ 20,0 ). 80.p7 . 9 0 . 5
Phys 219 . 1l ) 7 638 - 0 s 22.2 36
Sec 080 . - 312 37.5 12.5 1.7 16 ()
Soc 100 (B) 78.9 5.2 <0 . 15,7 19/Q
‘Soc 100  (S) ©65.0 3.0 . 0 . 0 20
. - . .
1 “Othert includes: Chinese, Korean, Portuguese, Swahili, Turkic, Arabic, Laotian, French, ‘
\ ) Tagalog, Hindi, Lebanese, Samoan, Japanese Ghanjan, Greek, ‘ :
Cambodlan Farsi, Filipino. ; ‘ 5
. g ° : " : . . o -
. ’ . > ¢ ' X ./
\\




- percents
P ‘_' {
. . Celt Sgoré .
Class 0-29 & 30-44 § 45-59 - 60~74 % . 75-100% Total "
k) . N . . - nk
Acct 010 ' 50Q.0% 0% , . 50.0% 03 0% 2
u ; z . ) ’
‘Anth 101 (%) 25.9 -+ 50.0 °  16.7 0 8.3 12,
Anth 101 (L) 0 0 0 0 100.0 1
Atme 039 = 50.0 50,0 0 0 0 6
Chem 219 'R 38.5 38.5 15.4 . 1.7 137
Compr 109 7.1 14.3. 28.6 28.6 21.4 14
Elec 146 17.9 53,6 17.9 10.7- 0 28
Eng 040 20.8 - 66.7 - 12.5 0 0° 24
* Eng 054 0 11000 , 0 0 - 0 - 3
- Eng 056 0 ™ 50.0 )0 0 50.0 2
LS . iR
Eng 105 (S) "8.3  °  45.8 41.7 4,2 24 .
Eng 105 5.0 40.0° "ss.0 0T N\ 0 * 0 20
_. - I ,
. . Eng 107 .(M) 3.4 34.5 41.4 » 17.2 3.4 29
Eng 107 (H) 9.5 52.9 28,6 29.0 0 21
Eng 109 20.0 20.0 30,0 30.0 -0 10
Mach 058 40.0 20.0 . 20.0 "20.0 0 - 5
_Math 180. 6.7 . 60.0 . 33.3 o 0 15
Mus 161 "0 100.0 - 0 0 -0 3
Phys 219. 5.6 .. 33.3 . 55.6 '5.6 0 . —18
Sec 080 - 40.0 40.0 2040 \o, .0 5
Soc 100 (H) 941 , 7.3 1 36,4 . 27,3 0 11
TOTAL 12.5 © 43 - 31.3 ~10.2 3.0 265 °
< / N
' : l. \ ’ ’

Table 3

~

Distribution of CELT Scores by class
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) “
S Tab&-u R

Distribution’qf Final Grades of All Students Enrolled at Census by Class

—

percents

7

v

C

23

< F

CR

Total

’ Acct 010 -
" Anth 101 -

(H)

Anth 101 (L) ~

Atme 039
Chem ‘219
Compr 109
Elec 146
Eng 040
054
056
105
105
107
107
Eng 109
"/ Mach 58
Math 180
'Mus 161
Phys 219
’Sec 080 -
Soc 100
509/100

A

.

-«

(8)
(H)

31.0%
21.
29.
17.
18.
.15,
28.
37.

b
Y

3.
25,
34.
21.
66.

T 21,

~

-24,

2
4
9

-

-

0

e

N N O FE @ W

6.9

9.5%
34,0
26.5
464 -

©16.9

.3
llll.9
17.8
17.2

46.9

" 28.9
'1145.9

21.4
24,2
32.0
24,1
30.9

1.1
0
6.3
*7.9
13.5
O
3.0
4.0
27.6

7.3

M % o oo o oo o’a o o g,

-

-c'ccé\

12.8
~ ~ t e R ]

&

L= .
TOTAL COLLEGE 18
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’ Tabie 'S ‘
[ . . . .
y Average English Test Scores
- (Administered Thirteenth Week) ’
. By Class * .
. ’ ‘ P ' Test\
’ [ ’ . S .
Class . }iisten. - Vocabulary Comprehension Total »
Nelson-Denny X .
‘Acct 010 o
Mean 83.1 ;10,0 . 8.7 " 9.7
Minimum * '40.0 0 0 0
Maximum 100.0 15.0 s J13.8 18.0
Anth 101 (H)& ¢ . .
. Mean ’ 781 10.8 9.6 9.4
Minimum 24,0 7.0 0 0
Maximum 99.0 - 14.0 13.8 14.0
]
Anth 101 {L) = ‘
mean 93.4 *12.7 1.1 12,2
inimum 62.0 10. 8 0 8.4
Maximum 100.0 14.0 13.8 14.0
Atme 039 .
Mean 68.7 - 8.2 5.9 6.5
Minimum 8.0 0 0 0
Maximum 96.0 13.7 13.8 13.8
Chem 219 ‘ ' '
Mean 87.5 10.3 10.3 10.5
Minimum 44.0 . 0 0 0.
Maximum 100.0 15.0 13.8 14.0
Compr 109
., Medn 80.0 10.6 10.3 41041
Minimum . 32.0 7.3 7.0 0
Maximum . 10000 15.0 13.8 18,0
Elec 186 )
Medn * 53.6 6.1 7.1 6.5
Minimum 16,0 0 0 ¢ 0
Maximim ~ 100.0 14.0 13.8 14.0
Eng 040 -
Mean 41.3 6.4 2.8 3.8
Minimum 16.0 0 0 0
Maximum 68.0 10.7 9.8 §.9
Eng 054 - »
Mean 82.7 11.2 .8 9.8
Minimum 36.0 7.0 \9\0\ 0
Maximum 100.0 14,0 13.8 14.0
Eng 056 5
Mean 86.1 9.6 8.6 9.1
Minimum 44.0 0 0 0
Maximum -100.0 13.1 13.5 13.2
Eng 105 (g) ’ :
Mean s1.3 6.8 6.9 6.2
Minimum 32.0 0 0 0
Maximum . 76.0 11.9 11.1 11.3
4 4 '
‘/
"o .

*

R ol




Table 5 (Cont'd) , .

A N < ' Test
Class Listen. Vocabulary Comprehension Total
CELT Netson-Denny
Eng.IOS \
Mean 47.¢ . 5.9 ) 4.5 3.6
Minimum 24.0 0 0 0
Maximum 96.0 11.6 10.7 9.7
Eng 107 (M) ) , {
Mdan 59.7 7.5 ~ 4.1 4.7
Minimum 0 0 0 0
Maximim 88.0 12.2 11.9 12.1
Bng 107 (H) . v
~Mean . 64.2 7.4 4.7 6.4
Minimum 28,0 - 0 0 0
Maximum 88.0 13.1 13.8 14.0
Eng 109 ) ° -~
Mean 80.6 9.4 7.5 8.4
Minimum 52.0 7.3 0 0
Maximym ¥00.0 12,9 10.7 j 1176
Mach 058 / ¥
Mean 52.5 8.5 6.1 6.9
Minimum 12.0 0 0 0
Maximum 96.0 14.0 13.8 13.0
Math 180  °© :
. Mean 80.9 10.4 | 9.4 10.2
Minimum 448.0 7.0- . 0’ 7.0
Maximum 100.0 14,0 13.8 14.0
- ’
. Mus 161
Mean 69.6 . 8.8 7.9 Yaus
Minimum 40.0 7.0 o .0
Maximum N 100.0 13.5 13.5 13.6
Phys 219
Mean 71.2 8.1 8.3 8.3
Minimum -~ 36.0 0 0 ~0
v Maximum ' 96.0 14.0 13.8 14,0
Sec 080 . , ,
, f Mean 64.3 8.7 ¢ 6.2 7.4
el * . Minimum 24.0 0 , -0 0
Maximum . 100.0 14.0 13.1 13.1
* /(_ " Soc 100 (8)
) Mean 93.2 12.4 ’ 1.5 12,2
. “Minimum 72.0 8.3 0 8.3
) ' Maximum _ 100.0 18.0 13.8 14.0
@y, Soc 100 °  (H) ’
. " . Mean 77.7 9.7 9.% 9.4
. Minimum 28.0 0 - -0 0
. Maximum 96,0 13.9 13.8 14,0
- »
o 11 14
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Tal‘)le 6

- " )
1 Correlation'Coeffigients of Grades with English Test Scores
CELT Scores, & English Class Completed .
. ) by Class!?
| ‘
| 3 Test Score
: GELT
Class Listen. Vocab. Compre. Total # # English 4
: CELT Nelson-Denny pairs |Score pairs class " pairs
~ Acct 010 ) 552 .660% . .275 . 403 9 - .386 7
Anth 101 (H) .532%  .507*  .490* J490% 21 -.443 8 .307 20
, Anth 101 (L) .418 .755%  .560* .560% 14 - .560% 9
Atme 039 .201 .087 .222 157 18t | =270 6 .182 8
Chem 219 -,297%  -.228  -.130 -.187 31 115 9 -.408* 20
« &ompr 109 .394 .396 . .314 241 21 .186 13 -.073 15
_Elec 146 L401% 107 .318% 294 27 L1200 22 .072 1
“Eng 040 J453% -, 114 . 439* .066 °29 .429* 18 .340 5
. Eng 054 .805%  .581*  .604* . :517  10. - -
Eng 056 ' - -. 044 .226 . 499* .388% 19 - .316 4
Eng 105 (S) .640%  .065 .138 .000 34 '.076 . 23 -.219 17
_Eng 105 .525% ,029 . 140 ".152 26 489 19 -
Eng’107 - (M) 119 175 .038 .234 30 .089 28 .349 33
Eng 107 (H),  -499%  .032 .380 316 15 .060 11 .185 17
Eng 109 L1 -.049  .335 .183 19 0 7 -. 046 12
- Mach 058 .387 .740*  .661* 79117 500, 3 1. 2
. Math 180« -.035 -.158 -.036  -.074 28 373 1 -.045 13
Mus 161 -.578  -.296 -.577  -.577 5 - -
Phys 219 .058 .102 .155 J154 31 L5811 .126 18
Sec 080 571 . 240 .647 . 43715 .775 4 .083 7
Soc 100 (B) 42u%  glour  ,512% (590% 21 © - .789* 6
Soc 100 (H) . .185  -.181  ~-.224 -.311 19 274 8 .562% 1

! Spearmans rho correlations computed on students who completéd class with a letter grade
and who had test scores. Number of pairs for each case is indicated,

*Significant at < .05 level. .
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. Table 7
Distribution of Final Grades of Students Who -Took Test'by Class and Native Language

\,
percents
Class/language Crade
. ~n A B . C D F CR W !
Acct 101 .
English 6 33,3 66.7 -
Vietnamese 0 - 4
Spanish 2 50.0 0.0
Other 1 100.0
Anth 101 (H) v .
Engilsﬁ 8 50.0 25.0 25.0 . . <
Vietnamese n 9.1 21.3 45.5 9.1 9.1 n
y Spanish 1 100.0 \ ’ ; 1\
Other LU \’
Anth 101 L+’ ' :
“English 8 371.5  50.0 12.5 !
Vietnamese 0 .
Spanish 2 100.0 ¢
Other % 100.0 ‘
. : ) ~
Atme 339
English 6 33.3 66.7
Vietnamese 7 18.3 28.6 57.1 x,"\“ *
Spanish S 40.0 40.0 20.0
Other 0 .
Chem 219 & p )
English 18, s.6 22,2 27.8 6.7 ' - J21.8 ‘
Vietnamese 8 25.0 62.5 2.5 .
Spanish 6 16.7 33.3 33.3 16.7
_Other 6 33.3 50,0  16.7 .
Compr 109 ) . '
A Englis 9 4.8 22.2 22,2 ¢ 11.1
VietnameSe 10 10.0 40.0 30.0 10.0 ‘ 10,0
Spanish 1 100.0
Other 3 66.6 33.3 . N .
ﬁ Elec 146 . -~
N . Eng||sh 8 37.5. 37.5 12.5 12.5
. Vietnamese 19 211 47.8 26.3 5.3 0 4
) Spanish 0
i Other 0 . '
Engl 040# T
English 0 . !
Vietnamese. 14 18.3 64.3 18.3 7.1
Spanish 15 6.7 26.7 33.3 13.3 6.7 13.3 .
Other L} 25.0 50.0 25.0
Engl 054 N ‘
English 9 48.4 11.1 22.2 22.2 ¢ . v
Vietnamese 2 100.0 N
' S@msh 0 .
: Other 1 100.0
- . -~
AEn 1 056 > . .. ‘
English 8 50.0 37. 12,5 ,
Vietnamese 2 100.0 . <
Spanish 4 25.0 75.0 . \ !
Other 0 —~ .
Engl 105 (<) ' > .
nglish 0 -
Vietnamese 27 25.9 - 33.3 25.9 1A 3.7 ‘
‘ . Spanish 0 "
Others 1 100.0 ~
En:gl 105 L —_
nglis 0 . ty
' Vietnamese 15 13.3 73.3 13.3 . )
Q Spanish 8 50.0  25.0 12.5 12.5 .
]:MC . Other 8 25.0  25.0 50.0 '

13 16
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

". Table 7(Cont'd)

{

percents
Class/language 5 ' Crade
v 7 n A B (o D F CR w |
&n:gl 197 (M)*
nglis 0
Vietnamese, , 20 15.0 65.0 15.0 5.0
‘Spanish 5 60.0° 40.0
Other S 100.0
Engl 107 ()
Englis < 0
Vietnamese - 15 . 6.7 33.3 L 13.3 6.7 26.7 13.3
Spanish" 4 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0. .
Other 3 Tt 33,3 66.6
Engl 109 %
English 1 100.0
Viétnamese 6 16.7 16.7 16.7 16.7 33.3
Spanish 6, 33.3 16.7 50.0
Other 6 33.3 66.6 33.3
Mach 058
English 4 50.0  25.0 250 ¥
Vietnamese 9 ° 44,8 33.3 22, ’
Spanish 4 50.0 25.0 25.0 .
Other 2 50.0 50.0
~ Math 180
English 16 12.5 31.3 12,5 25.0
Mietnamese 11 18.2 18.2 58.5 9.1
Spanish 2 . 100.0 >
Other 2 100.0
f -3 B -
Mus 161
English 1 100.0
Vietnamese 4 75.0 25.0 -
Spanish 0
Other 0
Physics 219
Englisﬁ 5 60.0 20.0 20.0
Vietnamese 23 13.0 39.1 39.1 . 8.7
Spanish 0 -
> 4 Other 0‘.t! 12.4 . 25.0 25.0 37.5
Sec 080 -
English 5 80.0 80.0 20.0
Vietnamese § 16.7 83.3 .
Spanish 2 50.0 . 50.0
Other 3 66.6 33.3
Soc 100 (8) )
English 15 13.3 80.0 50.0 6.7
Vietnamese 1 ! 100.0 ’
Spanish 0 .
Other 3 33.3 66.6
Soc 100 (H)
English 13 15.4 231 53.8 7.7
Vietnamese 7 14.3 43.9 42.9
Spanish 0
Other 0

* Significant Chi square score:-. exist at the < .05 level.
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Tabh; 8 ’

. Successful and Nonﬂsucces‘sful Completion Rates
For Non-Native ‘Spe‘akers Who Did & Did Not Complete Ef\lglish Classes

by Class .
Class % received .3 received )
Successful grade Unsuccessful gfade <’ n
’ hES
- K]

Acct 1oi ‘ ~_ : -
Comp‘eted English class 100.0% 0% ' 2
Did not complete 100.0 0 1

Anth 101 (H) ‘

‘Completed English class 100.0 0 6
Did not complete 83.3 16.7 6
. . .

Anth 101 (L)

Completed English class 100.0 0 2
Did not complete 100.0 0 2
v . ] Ll

Atme 039 k
Completed English class 100.0 0 6
Did not complete 100.0 . 0 6

Chem 219 )

Completed English class 84,6 2 » 15.4 13

Did not complete v 718 . 28.6 o7
~Compr 109 )

Completed English class 100.0 0 4
. Did not complete 70.0 30.0 10
¥ Elec 146

Completed English class 100.0 0 ‘ 3

Did’ not complete ** 93.8 oo 6.3 16

Eng 040 « N ~
[ *

Complefed English class 66.7 33.3 3

Did n:t'?compl'e,te 73.3 .~ 26.7 30
: Eng 054 ', o ~

Completed English class 100.0 0 2

Did not complete : 100.0 0 1

Eng 056 )

Completed Eng‘llsh class 100.0 T 9 i
Did not complete 100.0 | 5

Eng 105 () .

Completed English class 100.0 0 12
Did not complete 75.0 25.0 16
0 A -

Eng 105 *

Completed English class . §0.0 *80.0 ¥ 15
Did not complete 100.0 0 12
’ 4

Eng 107 (M) ’

Completed English class ) 96.3 3. 27
Did not complete \ 1000 ) 3
. v

Eng 107 (H) . é N
Completed English class 83.3 16.7 18
Did not complete 25.0 4

. Y S !
4
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Table 8 (Cont'd)

.

Class % received % received
SL:ccessful grade Unsuccessful grade n )

Mach 058

. Completed English class 0 100.0 1
Did not complete 50.0 50.0 14

Math 180
Completed English class . 100.0 0 8 ‘
Did not complete 85.7 14.3 7

Music 161
Completed English class 0 0 ‘ 0 .

Did not complete 100.0 0 4
. ’

Phys 219 . - .
Completed English Class e 93.3 6.7 15 iN
Did not complete 75.0 / 25,0 16

A

Sec 080 - -
Completed English class 100.0 0 5
Did not complete 50.0 / 50.0 6

Soc 100 (8)

Completed English class 100.0 0 2
Did not complate 100.0 \ 0 * 2 /
Soc 100 (H) .1 .
Completed English class 100.0 0 4
Did not complete 100.0 0 3 Py
‘Significant%hi Square or Fisher's exact scores exist at "¥% .05 level. - p
2 ) ’ * .
{ -
. ¥ )
- A R € [
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